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Paris, Friday, November 2, 1962 


Jean Monnet: 
Sees long period of political confusion ahead in France, 


but thinks de Gaulle will adapt himself to opvosition in 

Parliamegt. Parliamentary election will ge against de Geaulie, 
although the vublic reluctantly accepted tue constitutional 
amendment. DeGaulie won't like opposition, but he accepts facte - 
and is realistic enough to adjust. He will not resign. 

Monnet does net think any special actions from U.S. ere 
required to improve relations with France.‘ Real friends in 
France have not doubted U.S. Certainly it would be foolish for 
U.S. to give nuclear help to France. ᾿ 

Paradcxically, relations may imprceve because of Cuba. 

De Gaulle admires determination, and this showed that Kennedy 
and U.S. have it. De Gaulie fully understands that U.S. could 
not have consulted him further. Thinks alliance strengthened. 

Worried at same time avout a recession in Evreps. Sees one 
coming in U.S., and think effects cannot be offset here. German 
stock exchange, for example, has los« half value. Lesser 
problem in Paris, Much paper profit loss, but some people 
xeally hurt. Psychological reaction te U.S. behavior. 

Monnet abviously dces not think much of Per Zamzemy Jacobsson, 
but agrees with him on danger cf deflation ~~ says only that : 
Jacobsson was way behind everyone else in worrying too long about 
inflation. More public spending is necessary in Europe. New 
Commcn Market repert on economic forevast is’ good. French Plan 
wiil not be sffected by recession. But governmental stimulus 
definitely necessary. : 

But U.S. is bigger problen. There should have been & tax cut 
last summer; it is now iate. U.S. needs deficit with larger 
unbalanced hudget, and far more vublic works to get economy 
MOVange 

Monnes still cozfrident Britain will enter Common Market. 
Thinks Britain hasn't siways been realistic in bargaining; must 
expect lurope also to protect interests. Stili must learn to 
think as EHuropeans. But 15 happy about ioral ΡΣ ἐμ ἢ conversions, 

icuroms Detests Galtskeil, woom 46 regards as "Lalise 

ntellectual": hoves he has ruinad himself, Although thinks 
Jemes Callaghan, shadow Chancellor of the Bxcheaquer, a seconde 
rater though amiable. 

Much interested in taik.ng avout Knrushchev and India, 
Perpaexed that Russians don't suppert India. ΤΌ λα Karushchsyv 
was testing U.S. determination in Cuba and seeking @ nuclesr 
advantage; but Ruecians don’t went war and nad no intention of 
prevoking one. 

Addendus yo above: British are doing too much talking abou 

ino eee nesk leadicg Europe. Where they 
resily car ise. 135 in realm of ideas. But leadershin is a 
facter of quality, not of size or welgint. 
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Ambassador Charles E. Bohlen: 
ery much taken with de Gaulle's cordial reception, and 
with charm and wit. Off the record, when de Gaulie asked why 
U.S. supportsd Urited Nations, Bohlen said that forum was wezocwsk 
useful for talkiig to Russians under cover. De Gaulie mused a 
minute and saic "Fhere's something to that." 

De Gaulle certainly won't like political develcpments here 
any more than he likes results of referendum. His real objective 
is to force a 5' δὺ of two-party system in France: a leftist 
party grouped around the Socialists, perhaps with the MRP and 
the liberals; and airightest party grouped around the Geullista. 
De Gaulle is not really an elected dictator; he thinks that a 
strong executive, with periodic referendums, is a purez kind of 
democracy. Undzrstands necessity for legisiature put has enormous: 
contempt for old parties and would like at least to reshape them. 
Basis guide to his views is still his merozirs. 

Never nas liked concept of U.N. because it limits French 
grandeur and ind pend_nt action. This 13 nothing new: it 
antedates both Algeria and Tndochina and goes back to formation. 

Bohlen has brought no gifts for de Gaulle. There isn't much 
we can do, certainly in the nuclear field. Yet de Gaulle sae 
sur¢ly will nave his own nuclear weapons. But relations ere 
somewhat better than prass stcries have made out. 

It is true that de Gaulle has not cooperated with NATO, 
which he waver has liked. But in terms of witadrawal of the =m 
French Navy this is meaningless, because cooreration continues in 
ail exercises. De Gaulle has refused U.S, nuclear storage 
faci lities in France; this is serious, but it is not cripelé 
pecause facilities are availabie elsewhere. Or. one other- 
refusal to put French troops in Germany, de Gaulle has a point: 
he is trying th "Frenchify" the army after its long services in 
indonesia, Algeria and the strains of the CAS, This makes sense. 

De δυο almost certainly deesn‘t want Britain in Common 
Market, but Bohlen doesn't yet know whther he actually will 
attempt to biock. Hiz basic mistrust of Anglo-Saxons remains. 

Boblen emphasized egain that he had brought nothing tangible 
wits which to improve relations with de Gaulle he seemsd to be 
denying stories that U.S. was changine nuclear policy). There 
was mo emergency requiring wae ambassadorial cuange. 

U.2. policy remains to séeck the Euro ΘῈ nucaear deterrent 
within NATG -- a force de frappe in which we have a fay. No 
decis"2ns are @ikely av the NATO Ministerial meeting Im Decenner. 
Rather, tha NATO Council has been exploring some wf the economic 
23suss of a NATO deter rrent. 

Boolen was in the midst of che Cube affair. Kennedy literal 
didn’ havea eonfiz uation ὦ of inte iii -encs BBG tuesday Cot. 1S 
‘he pistes it SIL tabhen on Sunday were tlaced on his 
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8. considdrable amount of hardware as well as actual dispositions 
of the "diggings" τὖ the missile sites. Even yet we have no 
sure intelligerce that there were nuclear warheads for the 
missiles; but we have to assume this. Throughout the affair the 
Administration was dztermined to stand. .We let Khrushchev know, 
through notes, that we were determined. I said I assumed that 
there had also been some diplomatic activity that had not been 
made public. Chip did not contradict this. 

At one poiut Presid-nt asked Bohlen to remain behind and 
not make scheduled address tc French group in New York before 
departure, because Kennedy needed him. Bohlen persuaded hin 
that this would cause more eyebrowéraising than it was worth 

Why ° ἃ Khrsuhchev do it? This still puzzles Bolen. He 
does net gi.23 much credence to pressures within Kremlin. Thinks 
now th.t matver was decided 1δϑὺ June or JuLy as deliberate 
effort. <uis Fite together witn Earushchev's comment to Udall 
that U.S. was soft later comment to Kekkonen (which sbohlen hadn't 
heard). Bohlen think Khrsuhchev planned to come to U.S for U.N. 
meeting at end of November, confront U.S. with fait accompli, 
and then say: "Okay, boys, let's negotiate abdout Berlin.” 

Why, then, was so much tn the open ~- iid Khrushchev think 
he ummrx could escape surveillance? No answer. Bohlen discounts 
theory, though, that Khrushbvhev thought he could tie the matter 
up in the U.N- by getting neutrals into the act. 


Bohlen told larry Cellins of Newsweek, who also saw hin 
today, that he though tne meeting of the Central Committee in 
Moscow November 14 would »e very iuportant in this connection, 
and that Khrushchey's position pretty defin tely had been shaken. 


Hipridse Durbrow, U.S. Minister to NATO: 

Reaction to Cube ἋΣ NATO Council wes absolutely sclid. Wo 
wavering et ail. Durby himself brought Acheson ints 10 p.m. 
neeting., Acheson was recognized in corridors by Italien 
Anbassador, then by French, ang an undercurrent was buzzing. We 
hadn't told NATO what it was: merely that the U.S. called a 
briefing for 10 p.m. Monday, Ostober δῷ. on Cuban situation. 
Acheson had seen da Gaulle at 5 p.m. (going there alone) after 
avriving abeut 3 a.a. sherman Kent, chief of sheto interpretation 
for Cla::accompanied Acheson. 

British also were good in NATO stand, despite reports _ of 
wavering im London (my νὰ information is that Meemiiian, Home 
and Thorneycrpft were solid, but others in cabinet wavered: 

Mac was unhappy «about no consujtation at heginnineg even though 

he had ἃ lot more tian others, but secon reccvered). Evea Pav 

Mason, Boitish representative in NATO whom Durby regards δα ἃ 

Grade A gJerque, was good on the issue. Mason bei ng transferred, 
Way did Ebrushchey go 2.7 Agaanm so answer. Frobably 

expected to confront U.5. with fait ACCOMPLE eat any rate it was 

damned Gicse, and people here had wzittla slsep for twe weeks. 
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~~, 
We never said it publicly, but we were prepared to use nuclear 
weapons on th? bases “- and we gave lots of hints. 

Do we now expect something on Berlin? Rather less than 
more <kke%k likely. Khrushchev wili need some time to lick 
wounds. 

Here Durby interposed that whereas there nad been absolutely 
no politics in Administration decision on Cuba, the recent talk - 
about looming crisis in Berlin was very largely political. 

There simply was no evidence that anything more was coming in 
Berlin. When Bundy and Rostow started sounding off about it, 
NATO was asked for information which it couldn't give. This 
caused suspicions in the NATO Council. when 7.5. came to the 
Council on Cuba, there was a certain amount of susp cion to 
overcome, because it was pretty plain that we had been using the 
Berlin issue for campaign purposes. The NATO countries rallied 
naenificentiy, But we pretty plainly have cried wolf too much 
on this point, and we'll have to document more ¢alls. Nexvatad, 
incidentally, has been magnificent gu his unflanvability on this 
point, 

French cooperation at the working level in NATO is very good, 
much better than many stories indicate. De Gaulle also obviously ᾿ 
was flattered oy Acheson visit, did not press point of nong 
consultation. Support of French over Cuba excelient. 

Durby thinks i¢ would be folly, though, to give nuclear help. 
tc de Gaulie even though he will have his own weapons. De Gaulle 
can't be bought. But Durby very much fears a "Furopean deterrent’ 
Dui lt around France and Britain and operating independentiy of 

e U.S. We sinply have to be in it; it must be multiiateral, 
Important to have Carmans in it too for sense of sharing. But 
Europ: an deterrent would be dangerous and wouldn't work. 

Row far along is NATO deterrent? Not Very e Cert. τῶν won't 
come up for decision at Dec. 13-15 NATO meeting fer in Paris, HOD, 
probably, at May meeting likely to.be held in Tha ἘΝ Hague 

NATO minister dal meetings just aren't very important. They 
pasically ratify what has been gone by NATO Council. Council 
ἀ0 59:5 much . upgra’ad in recent montnas. There hes been 3ome 
consideration of economic <spects of NATO deterrent, but nothing 
ready for decision. Main value cf ministerial meetings is thet 
whey give foreign mi inisters a chance to see one ancthar privately. 
But forua is sinply too big for any useful debate or decisions 
taking. They reallp boil down into efforts ts composs tne 
communique to present the pest face on things; the commungue 
committee has the most important job. 


Aubassadcr Thomas K. Finletter: 

Pench coop ration οὐ Cuba excellent. In realm of hetter 
rela~ions with de Gaulle we céen't do much. Finletter implis 8 
that ns would like to cooverate on muciears, but policy 33 other 
Way; 26 is very Loyal te Kenneuy), Foelicy is tnuchanged 9708 
though it is idiotic not vo havea more cooperation. Wa can't 
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give in to de Gaulle on the directoire. His whole idea with the 
directoire ᾽5 te destroy NATO. We couldn't have one without 
including the Germans; then Italians would want in; and why not 
Benelux? 

Finletter does not expect new crisis on Berpin. <Any 
evidence to support recent alarm in Washington? No. Then why 
the alarm? Finletter had supposed that this was based upon 
intel tigence not available to him here, but NATO certainly didn't 

ve it. 

Thinks Lemnitzer will have a harder time than Norstad 
because he is not a popular hero; but predicts he will be the 
best NATO commander of all. By implication critical of Nobsted 
because too political; Lemn$tzer strictly a military general. 

I asked whether Kennedy was critical of Norstad because too 
political (I have always thought the assignment semiepolitical). 
Ne answer, Kennedy not critical of Nerstad over Berlin, though} 
Norstad has been very calu throughout, and President has admire 
this. 

Returned to idea of independent nuclear deterrent. U.S. 
Gedicated to idea οὐ trying to meet through NATO. Must have 
the Germans in 4%. De Gaulle, however, remains basically 
suspicious of Anglo-Saxons. He doesn't like us. De Gauile's 
Europe, again spelled out in his memoirs, runs from the Iberian 
Peninsula and Italy to the Urals, but excludes England and 
Scandinavia. This is why he dislikes NATO: we are in it. 

NARO research and development effort not going well. Very 
littie cooperation. Binletter concedes we have had a tendeacy 
to hog orders, for good and sufficient demestic economic reasons 
because we bear brunt of burden; but doesn't go over well. When 
Common Market becomes more integrated biading will become stronge. 


guurrty Waverley Root recorts that Mendes¢France says the 
Secret Army remains a powerful poiitical force in France; Paul 
Reynaud, however, says that it is dead. 


RObert: Button, Publis Affairs Officer, U.S. Mission to Nazo: 

‘inietter, no fan of Acneson, said efter Acheson had fold 
how he had impressed de Gaulle; "Dean was never one to 
undevestinate his ability to impress others.” Acheson saw 
de Gaulle alone. Cecil lyon, U.S. Misister, made intrcductions. 

Button had net heard rumer, which I pickec up in London, 
that Finletter might be feplaced after first of year because 
Kennedy allegedly dissatisfied with hin. 

Finletter was very distressed because of Don Shannon story 
publisted in Washington Post several weeks ag> indicating that 
U.S. haa changed policy on nuclear weapons to france. This 
followed backgrouncer which Sharoon attended with only six 
persens (Root aculdn‘t go}. Stery had no basis in fact, but nade 
use of some material Finletter had given on piedge τοῦ to use. 
Finletter so distressed πὶ he swore to have ne mors backgrounders 
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about it and told Finletter > would have to hold more 
backgrounders even if things lwgaked. Finletter agreed but 
unconvinced. Now extremely gun-shy. Has avowed never to see 
Shannon again. 


Paris, Friday, November 3, 1962 


Gen. Lymen L. Lemnitze$, new commander, U.S. forces in Europe; 
to take command of SHAPES Jan. 1. 

U.S. had no thought of using nuclear weapons in Cuba. Even 
if bombardment had been required (and it was damned close last 
Sunday), U.S. would have had plenty of conventional weapons with 
which to act. 

Actually Kennedy presented Russians with an ultimatum: eithe 
you take the missiles and bases out, or we will taken them out. 
This was conveyed through more dipicnatic language, but the 


,message and méan were unmistakable. 


NATO was alerted, although there was not a full alert. 
Period was very tense here. 

Lemnitzer does not particulcrly expect trouble in Berlin. 

It would be easier for Russians to make trouble for us elsewhere, 
855 in Iran where the ties are much looser. In Berlin the 
situation 15 just as clear as in ὅρα, and U.S. military does not 
expect Khrushchev to take on a frontal challenge. 

Then why all the U.S. excitement just before Cuba about a 
Soviet move in Berlin? (Lemnitzer was then chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff). L himself wondered why. Presumably it came 
from readings of Khrushchev's successive statements. He did not 
himself share the alaiu. 

If we should get into a negotiation betweer NATO and Warsaw 

Pacts, are any of the NATO bases possibly negotiable for a price 
L vexy skeptical. Turkish bases remain izportant én his judgmant 
Actually hs would like mere weapons there. The Jupiters are 
obsolete, but they are svill quite potent weapons. Conceivably 
our dispositions there might be traced, but it would have tp be 
something very geod and with absolute certainty of verification. 

L conceded that Turkey is the only place where we have 


missiles in a country actually bordering the Soviet Union; he 


had never thought of that before! 

But whole disengagemens theory gives him chilis. Ue is sorz 
British are giving up Thérs, at least without getting something 
for them. He would dike to have some Polaris subaarines in the 
Mediterranean, which is ideal for such operations. None there 
now. Sixth fleet should have some. 

We have no missiles at Amerigan bases in Pakistan, but basse 
are extremely important for intelligence and surveiliance. We 
can "listen" to Soviet missci’e firings. 

Lemnitzer encouraged rather than discouraged by situation ir 
Viet+-Nem. Much impressed by Diem; says McNamara was likewise. 
Diem certainly hes his defects politically and with nepotisn. 

But when people start criticizing him, L always asks what is 
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alternative. No one has yet suggested anything practical. IL 
concedes, though, that war can'b be won by military means. 

U.S. aid program has helped set up "strategic hamiet" 
concept i:. Viet-Name, whereby farmers are trained in defense 
of villages. Working quite well. And for first time Viet-Namese 
army, which perviously had been tied down to static defense, is . 
able to take offensive against Viet Cong. Going surprisingly |. 
wall, better than expected. 

Big problem is incursions-az= across Cambodian border. 

L does not accuse Sihanouk of complicity but says Cambodia 

unable to patrol borders. Viet Cong escapes across border¢ ; and 
this causes bad relations between Cambodia and Viet-Nam. We have 
suggested to Cambodia that it put best troops along border to 
piug holes and that we will help train replacements for other 
defense duties; but Cambodians dan't want to spare trained troops 
for Viet~Nemese border. 

Lemnitzer disputes thesis that U.S. concentrated too long 
on divisional-type training in Viet-Nam. Our basic objective was 
to train five-division army plus very small navy and air force, 
and this ye have dons. But we also have adopted Malayan tactics 
and have long conventrated on guerilla training. Problem is 
that borders: of Viet-Nam are mich harder to seal than Malayan; 
and even Malaya took eight vears. 

U.S. has had no special nilitary talks with India on 
defense; military officials are cordial, but there have been no 
secret dialiégues about aid. L thinks highly of Thimayya, 

respects him as good soldier. Also respects Ayub and the 
Pakistani cilef of staff. 


RHE comment: Europeaus are going to be pretty disappognted 
at contrast between ἢ; and Norstad. L is undoubtedly a fine 
soidters but he tends to think narrowly in terms of. military. 
solutions. 


Michel Gordey, France-sSoir: 
rench reaction to Cuba was not wholly solid. De Gaulle 

was sood: but Quai d‘Crs was less solid fend Couve de Murville 
hates everything . Americen). Informed opinion supported 7.8. 
stand. But great bulk of opinion, while pleased by firmness, 
thought 0.&. took great risks and credited Khrushchev with saving 
the peace (I got this from several cab deivers, inéidentaily). 

U.3. callse special meeting of NATO Council iast Sunday 
morning (Octobe: 23) to consider Cuba. Informed the Council 
chat 0.5. would take acticn, either by bombing or invasion, to 
éliminats the Cuban bases. 

Reaction was vary bac. Ail 14 countriss protested. When 
G.S. said this was a matter within its responsibilitv< and that 
2% was only telling NATO for iniormation, Turkey insisted that 
ἀν was a KATO matter because Khrushchey's note had involved 
Surkey. France, surprisingly, waz the mest nelpful of the lot, 
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bu& Britain was particularly waffly. 

At one point things got so bad that Chip Bohlen asked for 
and received a special appointment with de Gaulle at Colombey¢ 
les-Deux-Eglises. Chip was just getting ready to fly down in 
the efternoon when word came from Washington that the crisis 
had eased. , 

Gordey has this solidly from Quai d'Orsay. Confirmed it 
with Chip, although Chip say: "Oh, Michel, it wasn't quite that 
bad! 

Chip also has told Gordey that he brings nothing special to 


ae Gauile; that his major role will be to be pleasant but rit 


back and listen. 

De Gaulle, who disliked Norstad pecause of his boyishness 
and his international aspects, liked him better toward end. 
wegion d'Honneur ceremony was dc Gaulle's own idea. DE angry 
because he was not consulted on Lemnitzer. Teopie hers view 
Las a castoff. 

De Gaulie's hatreda an increasing problem. He even despxes 
Couve. Aliso despises Gaullists. Michel lecks for parliamentary 
elections to go against de Gaulle; but DG won't resign=z. He 


always threatens; but actually he always accommedates himsekf. 


idea that de Gaulle always gets his way is a myth; look at Algeria 
Gordey. also 8011} fears OAS. 
BY Khrushchev once told UG that he had the ideal foreign 

minister: Gromyko would go sit on 2a cake of ice if K asked hin. 


{to Which DG r-plied: My.foreign minister is one better. Ne. only 


{will he set on a.cake of ice, but_the fe he 


S.A Eck ἢ 2, ἐ. 6 f£ jOVY » 

. Gordey trinsk Qouve a hatchet man, detarmined to bury it in 
U.S. at every opportunity. He has ncne of DG's ability te 
adjust to larger circumstances. 

Even though DG would not like Britain in Common Market, 
there now is very little question but whst Britain is coming in. 
That is accepted in*’France. 

Gorcey, himself a Sovietologistg, thinks Khrushchev in 
considerable trouble at rortccoming Central Committee meeting. 


 Unlikeiy to try anything beforehand. Cubs los: hin much face; 


giso China against India. 

Nehru when “> came through Faris in Septsmbexr appaered wall 
enough physically but the spark nas gone out of him. Tais means 
vast changes in “ndia. 
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